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The independence of the 7 Story ES) In 7ra /7-10 and Neh has

been increasıngly challenged in the latest research ! ese chapters dIic SCCI1

ds product of theır present CoOoNntext in Ezra-Nehemia EN) They WOUuU
nNOoTt have hıstory pri0r theır inclusıon in th1ıs composıtıon. According IO
thıs posıtion, the text of these chapters belongs the latest phases In the
development of the composıtıion and Call be interpreted as reaction and
development of ıts er parts In other words, it WOU be possıble under-
stand the the basıs of 7ra 1-6 and the enem1a memoOIr the
GE of the Can be OUN! 1n Neh 1-7

Thıs assumptıon 1S problematıc and, in part, ımprobable tor the follow-
ng CasSons

Fırstly, the redactıon hıstory of the book of ‚JA clearly 1ıffers from that
of the NM * Successive edıitors who emphasızed the role of the Gola In the
communıty edıted the book of Ezra, but ONC seeks In vaın for theır addıtions
1ın the One rece1lves the impress1o0n that the (jola editors dıd nOT edıt
the Priestly and Levıtıcal addıtions Aic met oughout the book of Ezra,
but they aIc missıng 1n the In tact, priestly 1SSUEeS ATiC almost nOoN-ex1S-
tent In the NM.* especıally In cComparıson wıth the book of TE

E.g., Kellermann, Nehemia 68-69; Kratz, Komposıtion 75-91; TÄtZ, Edıkt 7
291, and Wrıight, Identity x6-93 2658-269 For example, Tatz 4a4SSUINES that the
OIC of the Kra Story Call be found in Ezra T and that B7ra 9-10; Neh WEIC,
ın INanYy Stages, added later He seeks sShow that the earlıest OTC of Ezra 7 15
dependent KEzra S and Neh 1'9 although he regards it poss1bılıty that Ezra
S contaıns external SOUITCE
The redactıon hıstory of the Iso dıffers from that of Ezra 1"‚ but the dıffer-
LELCECS d1iC met 1ın the earlhıer edıtorıial phases:; SC below.
For example, the word N OCCUTS only In the book of Ezra (Ezra 2248 4A2 1: 1 ‚9
2 > Z Ö139: 10:6, 7! 85 16) and Neh (Neh Was copıed TOM Ezra
Z}
SuUuCCess1Ive Levıtıcal edıitors WEIC actıve in the book otf kzra, but in the the
Levıtes dIC referred only 1ın Neh a FEven In thıs' the Levıtes AdIiC NOT
emphasızed ın al y partıcular WaY They d1iC Just mentioned in 1st of people
who repalired the all There 1S 1CasSson AaSSUTINEC that Neh 3’ commonly
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that the (Jola edıtors d ell A the priestly Levıtıcal edıtors edıted only the
book of Ezra, but WEeTC nOoTt of the Thıs SuSp1c10N 1s cCorrobor-
ated when observe that Neh W, 1ke the book of Ezra, edıted by the
ola edıtors (1n VASLTE 18b) and the Levıtıcal edıtors (1n Neh Ö: 78 Jan
FL 125 L5 It WOU SCCII quıte peculıar that SUCCESSIVE edıtors first
edıted the book of ABl then eft the untouched and edıted Neh Ihe
only reasonable conclusıon 15 that the Was LO the composıtıon
only after the combıned texti of Zra 1-6 and the ES, includıng Neh 87 Wdas

edıted by the ola and priestly Levıtıcal circles. Thıs conclusıon Contra-
diets the hypothesı1s that the 1S product of 1ts Current posıtıon between
Zra 1E and the uch of the development of the ES (and the book of
Zra MUST have Occurred before the inclusıon of the 1C that
the Was NOLT created the basıs of the

econdly, only SOTIIC addıtıons of the ES AiIC thematıcally connected
wıth Ta IS (note that there AaIc practically thematıc 1n between the

and the ehem1a. memoO1r) and they belong tOo the latest edıtor1al phases
of the composıtıon. Thıs mplıes that the also had prehıstory prı0r LO ıts
INCISCI wıth 7ra F6 Most of the thematıc in between 7ra S and the

AiIC made In addıtıons by edıtors interested In cultic, priestly and Levıtı-
cal 1SSUeSs. The clearest ınks AdIiCc OUnN! In addıtions 7ra Ö, namely
VV 155-720 and FA In fact, these [WO dIiCc better connected
7ra Z than theır CONtext Wıth theır interest In the Levıtes and temple
vessels they digress irom the eneral themes of Zra al  S Lıterary erıtical
cCOoNns1ıderations IMPIY that they AdIC later additions ®©

assumed later addıtıon en atten, Commentary 206-207), W as added by
the Levıtical circles who WOCIC actıve In edıting the book of Ezra and Neh
Priestly 1SSUEeS dIiIC COTLTNON in Neh 9-13, but these chapters WCCIC probably added,
In INa y stages, after the and the book of K7ra WEeIC combıned. These priest-
1y dıffer TOMmM the older priestly and Levıtıcal The prımary emphasıs
of the yOUNSCI Levıtıcal addıtıons 1S the specı1fic as of the Levıtes. (One
should Iso ote that there 15 emphasıs the ola in Neh 9-13, whıch
implıes that these chapters WOCIC added after the actıvıty of the ola edıtors. 1S
clear that these chapters utılıze themes TOmM dıfferent parts of the book of Ezra
and the
In addıtıon its thematıc isolatıon in ıts CONTeXT, technıcal detaıls suggest that
K7zra 8:15b-20 1S expansıon. Verse k59 noOotes that returnees remaıned by the
r1ver Ahava for three days, but thıs 15 peculıar 1n 1eW of the followıng events ın

which could nNnOot ave ecen carrıed Oout In such short time Ezra orders
the leaders search for cultıc personne ın other OoOWNS After the cultıic CTSON-
nel WOIC found, they WEeTC Iso o1ven time PITrCDarec themselves for the Journey

Jerusalem. The three days probably referred the ength ot the fast which
Ezra proclaımed In V Verses broke the connection between the three
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Thırdly, the Incongrulty and dıfferences in themes ımply that the has
or1g1n outsıde EN / If the ES had been created for ıts Current posıtıon,

OC WOU eXPeECT it fıit much better. An author who has free hand PIO-
a creates expansıon that relates LO the er texTi In harmon10us WaY
Such expansıon, dSs natural and Organıc development, WOUuU continue
the e TexTt in fluent WAaY The advocates öf the dıscussed hypothesıs ımply
that the 1s reactiıon {Oo and development of themes and 1SSUES In the
er texti It thıs WCIC the CaSC, how Can ONC explaın the ex1istence of clear
dıfferences and incongrulty”

days and the fast. small addıtıon Ü corroborates that vv.15b-20 1S addı-
tion. Verse J] unnecessarıly refers Ahava twI1Cce: and NN r kE The
unspecı1fic reference mV 1s or1g1nal, fOor it would make add it, whıiıle
the addıtıon of N 11e Cal be SCCI1 clarıfiıcatıon after vv.15b-20 WEeEeTC

added. hat referred Ahava W ds or1ginally clear, but after edıtor added
vv.15b-20, whiıch Iso refers another geographical locatıon (Casıphıa), the
reference became unclear. Consequently, avo1d ambıgul1ty edıtor had add
NNAHowever, the addıtıon Was not entirely successful, because the
Was nNnOLT removed. The fiınal text contaıns both references.
According Ezra Kzra DaVC the sılver and gold, well the cultıc
vessels, prıests be carrıed Jerusalem. The pPAasSSagc 15 thematıcally isolated
wıthın the E7ra STOTY, but ell in accordance 1ıth K7ra 1'9 where the reesta-
blıshment of the temple cult 15 maJor 1SsSue. The secondary character of EK7ra

Cal be SCCII In the WdY a O function introduction the
departure TOMmM Ahava The communıty and fasts for safe trıp Jerusa-
lem In An after whıiıch, In V3 they recelve the confirmatıon that (G0d had
heard theır Prayel. These CeISCS eXpeCT immediıate departure, but it 1S not
before v.31 that the departure 1S actually deser1bed. The distribution of NCY
and cultıc vessels In vv.24-3) breaks the connection between the PIayCI and the
departure.
The Artaxerxes rescr1ipt Iso Iınks 1ıth Ezra 1"> but there ALlC several LCAasSONSs

ASSUTINEC that 1t 1S later addıtion Ezra See Pakkala., K7ra 40-46, for detaıls.
Thematıc dıfferences between the and the other Darts of the composıtıion
evıdent. The maın theme of E7ra F 1S the buılldıng of the temple. There AIC

sub-themes, such the bulldıng of the altar the bringing of temple vessels,
but al] In these chapters ATrC connected the maın theme The
desceribes the reintroduction of the Torah Ezra ‚aAM TOM Babylon and read the
Torah the communıty in Judah., whiıich had I1ved iın lawlessness. ome Sa-
SCS In the deal wıth the temple vessels, but they AdIcC later expansıons that [

combiıne KEzra Fa ıth the The describes the (re)buildıng of the rummed
Jerusalem and especlally ıts cıty all The themes of the book of Ezra cannot be
found in thıs section. The three sect1ons have (IIC maın theme 1n COTILINOLN They
deal ıth the restoration of Judah ehud after the exıle. They INa y have been
combıned in the Samlıc composıtıion because of thıs simı1larıty in eme



Juha Pakkala 129 (2006)

Neh 15 00d example. Hardly anı y OC Cal maıintaın that thıs chapter
relates the In unproblematıc and harmon10us WaY Neh I: does
not refer tOo Z7Ya OT the Ora al all, but chapter Ö, quıte unexpectedly, intro-
duces Ezra, who takes the ead 1n the communıty and reads the Ora As it
1s cshown by the hıstory of research, the reader 15 OUuUnN! be puzzled by the
relatıonshıp of Neh the preceding texit How do Z and enem1a
relate LO each other? When dıd Neh take place In the internal chronology
of the composıtion? 1S wonder that much of the research into these
00 has oubted the connection between Neh and the The question
1S, Call Neh be the product of author who wanted continue the NM
ımılar doubts Call be ralsed about the relatıonshıp of Za ZA40 and the

but Neh 1s g00d example, because there the 1sparı between Neh
and the and thus the problems of the discussed hypothesıs, dIC clear.
(n the other hand, ıf the W d or1ginally independent document

that Was later merged into the composıtıon, dıfferences and Incongruence
WOUuU be expected. oug. SOINC of the tens10ns COU. have been harmo-
nızed Dy long edıtor1al actıvıty, the or1ginally independent profiles of the
ES, and 7ra 1-6 WOU continue LO stick Out from the ına II  U-
S1IUON. The assumption that the 1S or1ıg1inally independent document
secondarıly placed wıth the into the Sa’dIne composıtıon provıdes better
explanatıon for the dıfferences and Incongruence between the and the

than the assumption that the ES Was created for its Current posıtion.
Fourthly, the 7ra mater1a|l 1s awkwardly connected the preceding and

ensume XIS Zra and hardly form [lowımmng transıtıon between the
sections. K7ra concludes wıth celebratiıon of the Passover after the temple
had been completed, but, wıthout an Y introduction thematıcally CONNCC-

ting element, the reader 1N| hımselt In Babylon wıth scr1be called Arı
The m\ ean CN} ine 1S only DOOT attempt CONNECT 7ra /7-10
wıth the preceding texti and does nOot nng the storl1es an Y closer? In other
words, OIIC does nOTt gel the iImpress1on that VAR2] W das created for its

hıs applıes regardless of whıich CISCS of Ezra diC assumed be or1gınal
have concluded the chapter when K7ra Was added the composıtıon.

The phrase Ar AA N] Call be regarded later addıt1on. The orı1ginal
beginnıng of thıs section 18 07357720 M12702, which 1S sımılar the
beginnıng of the book of Esther: 7727 WW 72 b ! See Iso Bertholet,
Bücher 3 9 Wıllıamson, KE7ra 91: Danıels, Composıition S12 Pakkala, Ezra
The phrase m A 027277 N] 1s used ıf the events deser1ibed ın Ezra had
OCccurred iımmediıately after the events of B7ra 6, but VCN 1f OC WETC ıdentity
the Achamen1d kıng of Ezra Artaxerxes I’ there 1s San of INOTEC than half
century.
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Current posıtıon, because In that CASse OT1LC WOU ASSUTNC that the author WOU
have created smooth transıtion between the er text and the expansıon.

The transıtıon between zra 10 and Neh 1S sıimılarly wkward 7ra 10
concludes wıth annulment Ö marrı1ages wıth tore1gners, but, wıthout A1L1Yy
ıntroduction transıtion, the reader 1n hımself in the Persian roya COurt
in Susa. f Zra 9-10 had been created for ıts Current posıtıon be read
before Neh 1-7, ONC WOU eXpecCt SOMC connection o thıs STOrYV oug
later addıtıons often cCreate SUOTLIC bridges between orıginally ndepen-
dent storl1es, in OTLLC recelves the impress1ion that the editor(s) who placed
7ra F-10 into ıts Current posıtıion in Was NOT VC. successful in thıs

Fıfthly, the chronologica connection of the ES the preceding and fal-
lowıng storl1es 1S unclear. H: the had been created tor ıts Current posıtıon,
ıt 1s dıfficult LO SCC why the chronological of the composıtıon 1S
puzzlıng. CS 1S Liowıing UCHNCC, but instead, the texTi Jumps between
events in three dıfferent hıstorıical CONTEX the latter haltf otf the s1xth u-

In Zra 1'9 the mıddle of the CENTUFY In Z7Ya AF Neh and
events 13 later 1n Neh k What appene between these per10ds 1s
not old It the author of Zra E had had free hand and created STOTYV

fi1l the San between 7ra 1-6 and the ehem1a. Memoıir, the result WOU
certamly be dıfferent That the ES 15 chronologıically independent and does
NOLT form Llowıme wıth the rest of the composıtıon mplıes that
the Was connected tO the seventh yCal of Artaxerxes priıo0r ıts inclusıon
In the Current composıtıon.

S1ixthiy, 7Ta 6-4 accordıng LO d the m1ıxed marrl1ages WEEIC

annulle concludes the and does antıcıpate continuation. kErz7ra’'s task,
the applıcatıon of the law in practice, 1s concluded H: the ES, Zra 10,
had been wriıtten for ıts Current CONTEXT, ONC WOU nNOT CEXPECL such COMN-

clus10n. The author WOU have efit OPDCH SOTLIC 1SSuUes that WETC then later
solved In the 4C accordıng LO the discussed posıtıon, should have
been the CoNntext AA 1L0 Was wrıtten for. On the other hand. ıf the WOIC

isolated ACCOUNT wıthout ıts Current cContext 1ın GG WOU. NOT eXpecCt
ıt tOo continue.

Seventhly, theor1es that ASSUMC Zra F and Neh LO be dependent
other pDarts of zra-Nehemiah VAR2 TE and Neh S, and especılally
7ra 9-10 dSs unedıted unity. “ Thıs 1s hazardous because there 1S clear

hıs 15 valıd regardless of whıich GESEGE>S ATr assumed represent the
orıgınnal text It 1S probable that In the oldest texti Vr concluded the chapter.
Kratz, Komposıitıon 90-91: TÄtZ, KEdıkt 285-291, and Wright, ldentity X6-

Tatz h1s reconstruction of the lıterary development of
Ezra 7-3 but K7zra 9-10 1S generally treated unıty
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evidence that these chapters WETC heavıly edited.!“ ouUg. the ına text of
Zra T10 and Neh contaıns several simiılarıties wıth other Darts of Z7YQa-

ehem14a. OC has LO investigate the relatiıonshıp of each editor1al phase In
the development of Z7Ya FE and Neh separately. The latest editorial phases
of Zra FE10 and Neh AdLC certamly dependent other Darts of ZTa-
ehem14a. but thıs Say>S lıttle about the earlıer phases. That the earlıest text

of the and ıts fırst addıtions AdIiIC independent of other Darts of ZYa-
enem13a Call only be OC after comprehensıve lterary eritical analysıs
of these chapters. '

The CasONls for the assumption that the does nOot have hıstory pr10r
ıts inclusıon In A understandable It 1S ıddled wıth problems. The

change O6T PCIrSON between the first and 1T pCrSsoON AaCCOUNTS 1n Zra FET0O
has NOL oun solutiıon that 1S commonly accepted. The Samllc Cal be saı1d
of the posıtıon of Neh The STOTY consısts of several themes 16 do nNOT

SCCIN cConnect wıth each other form unıty. In other words, it has been
dıfficult fınd consıstent STOTY In Zra FQ and Neh Assumming that the
ole STOTY 1s dependent zra 1-6 and the ehem13a. Memoıir W ds

attempt explaın the ack of STOrY assages in Zra FÜ and Neh WOU
varıably reaCc the other Darts of the composıtıion. KOr example, Neh
WOU complement Neh E er the wa WEeTC 1n1ıshne: the ora Was

read the communıty.
In opınıon, however, the maın 1CasSsOoN for the ev1ıdent problems 15

VC. eCaVYy editing, 16 has challenged the origınal CONSISteNCY of the
arge and SUCCESSIVE addıtions partıally buriıed the themes and intentions of
the origınal STOrV Some addıtions WEeTC primarıly inspired by themes in Zra
16 and INAYy C VeE11 be unrelated theır present CONTiexXT In VAR2 FE (E:25
Zra b-20; 4-3 Such addıtions dıistract the or1gınal STOTY and, ıf theır
number becomes LOO hıgh, gradually Trea. ıt apart

The probable relocatıon of Neh 814 has er undermıned the STOTY
TO the story’'s or1ginally intended 1s clear that such maJor
edıitor1ial operations, addıtiıons and relocatıon of9made ıt extremely
dıifficult for later readers comprehend OT GV fınd the or1ginal STOFYV Dhifs
ferent themes and motıfs compete in the ına texi. We Can GVr the Org1-
nal STOTY only wıt systematıc and oroug 1terary critical approach. ”

12

13
See Pakkala, K7ra 8I-
The recent advocates of the discussed theory have not presented comprehen-
S1ve lıterary erıtical analysıs of k7ra 7430
FOor arguments for the relocatıon of Neh 85 SGe Pakkala, Ezra 6715

15 See Pakkala, Ezra 6-1  9
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In determıinıng the p of the Ezra-Nehemıia: OTMC should
o0ok al the eneral pıcture and evaluate 1Cc hypothesı1s provıdes better
explanatıon for the problems AaNZe the ONC that AaSSUTNCS hıstory ıinde-
pendent of the for the ES the ONC that A4SSUTI1NCS the ES be the
product of ıts present CoONtfext. ouUg. the latter alternatıve May provıde
SOLILLIC composıitıional insıghts about the ına (EXT it 19NOTICS Man Yy of 1ts
problems The assumptıion that the CLE Öt the Fra Story Was or1ginally
independent provıdes better explanatıon for them

ummary
hıs discusses the increasıngly popular Contention that the 7ra Story of

Ezra-Nehemiah product of Its present Ontext It would nOoLT have hıstory
1ts inclusıon the COmpOos1ıt10N of k7ra Nehemiah OWeVver thıs demon-

iIrates the problems of thıs hypothesıs and seeks ShOow that orıgınal indepen-
dence provıdes better explanatıon for MAanYy problems that the Ezra Story has
relatıon the Nehemiah Memoır and zra

ZusammenfasSUuNg
DıIe Unabhängigkeıt der Esrageschichte wiıird zunehmend angezweiıfelt In der

neuesten Forschung wıird häufig behauptet ass dıe Esrageschichte FE Aaus dem
Zusammenhang mi1t Esra-Nehemia entstanden 1st In diesem Aufsatz e ich dıe
Probleme dieser Hypothese auf DIe ursprünglıche Unabhängi1gkeıt der Esrageschichte
bletet 1116 bessere Erklärung den Problemen dıe dıe Esrageschichte Verhält-
1115 ZUT Nehemiadenkschriıft und Z Tempelbaugeschichte Sra hat
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